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Reply : This is impossible because the eye itself is
not a prakasa, but only a property of prakasa.

Does the 'aloka' require the illumination of the. eye
('cakshusha prakasa) so that there might arise that prakasa
which is opposed to darkness ? or does it require the 'caks-
husha prakasa' so thatthere^might arise that'jn ana prakasa'
which, is opposed to ignorance ?

The first alternative is impossible since the eye is only
a prakasa guna.   As regards the second alternative we
should note that the 'pradipa' is illumined by the knowle-
dge which is distinct from it. It does not require a similar
'aloka'.

Hence just as the "pradipa" which is screened cannot
illumine the objects, so also experience, which is devoid of
"prakasa', cannot illumine or reveal objects. And every-
thing would remain unrevealed or unilluminated. Consequ-
ently we cannot admit that experience is 'jada prakasa'. -

Objection : Even though experience is 'jada sva-
rupa\ yet objects are made intelligible by the svaprakasa of
the subject. From this we can argue that 'pramatri caita-
nya' reveals itself and the object. Pramana is a conscious
entity ; and because of this strength the subject is able to
make us aware of the object as the this and of the subject
as the not-this. He does this like a lamp that reveals itself
and also others. Hence the 'anavabhasa' of the world does
not arise.9

Reply ; Experience is said to bring about the atta-
chment (uparaga) of the objects to caitanya. Such a rela-